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Below Is a communication from the EXAMINER In charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

ADVISORY ACTION 

53 THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 

a) « is extended to run ^ iTXXtUxS w umlmuui lu ■ from the date of the final rejection 

b) □ expires three months from the date of the final rejection or ^ of the rn^ing date otthis ^ " 

event however, will the statutory period for the response expire later than six months from the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a). the proposed response ^ appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition , and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for the 
^Mtep«tad ofextension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension ^"^t to 37 CFR 
1.17will be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory penod for response or as set forth in b) above. 

Q Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .1 92(a). 

Rl Applicant's response to the final rejection, filed ^fool?^ has been considered with the following effect, but it is not deemed 
to place the application in condition for allowance: 

1 . f£) The proposed amendments to the claim and /or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a. S There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1 .1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not earlier 

presented. 

b. 83 They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 

c. □ They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. C8 They are not deemed to place the application in better form tor appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal. 

e. □ They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

note: -r*^ oJA^A. iW;^4^ fP%i jA(KMZfl*nrl 9 ^ 4** cW* injfr 

™Z -4fe*ct- mai .M rg g jViff ^ ir4*iPr 5oe«rfk <fc*W 

Crrr ^/c4 ^ _ — 

2. □ Newly proposed or amended claims would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 

the non-allowable claims. ^ 

3. TQ Upon the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment □ will be entered Jfl will not be entered and the status of the claims will * 

be as follows: 



Claims allowed: 

Claims objected to: — — : 

Claims rejected: . I*" 

However; 

□ Applicant's response has overcome the following rejection(s): 



4. □ The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection because , 



" 5 □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good and sufficent reasons why it was not earlier 

□ The proposed drawing correction □ has □ has not been approved by the examiner. Q ^ 
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